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J. C. Langford
2202 Frankfurt
Richland, Washington 99352

Re: Comment Response on the "Expedited Response Action Proposal
for 200 West Area Carbon Tetrachloride Plume"

Dear Mr. Langford:

Thank you for taking the time and effort to review and
comment on the 200 West Area Carbon Tetrachloride Plume Expedited
Response Action Proposal. Your primary comments appear to
question the format of the proposal, the need to take a cleanup
action for carbon tetrachloride, and the potential application of
residential cleanup standards to the 200 West Area. I realize
you have many other specific comments, but these comments do not
appear to influence the approach or implementation of the carbon
tetrachloride cleanup action.

r,
Your comment about document format questions the content and

scope of the proposal. The proposal submitted to public comment
is in accordance with the Comprehensive Environmental Response,
Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA) of 1980 as amended and
with 40 CFR 300, Subpart E.
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	 Another of your primary comments addresses the need to take
the proposed cleanup action. One reason for proceeding with this

—	 action is to reduce the existing and potential exposure of well
drillers and other field sampling personnel to carbon
tetrachloride vapors. Currently, workers drilling and sampling

.o	 in these areas are required to wear supplied air systems to limit
exposure to these vapors. With additional characterization and
cleanup efforts to be initiated soon in the 200 West Area,
reducing the exposure of the workers is very desirable.
Secondly, this action is expected to limit the future spread of
groundwater contamination by limiting the migration of carbon
tetrachloride vapors. The amount of carbon tetrachloride
disposed to these three sites has the potential to impact the
water quality of the entire unconfined aquifer which is a
permitted resource of the State of Washington.

In regards to your concerns over the application of
residential cleanup standards to the 200 West Area, these
concerns are inaccurate. This action is not taken for the
purpose of achieving final cleanup standards. This action is
taken for the purpose of mass reduction. Cleanup standards for
carbon tetrachloride in the 200 West Area will be established
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only after a final Record of Decision (ROD) is written for the
involved operable units. These cleanup levels will be based on
the projected future use of the site and the cost effectiveness
of potential remedial alternatives. One thing is certain, and
that is, cleanup of carbon tetrachloride vapors in soil is much
more cost effective than cleanup of contaminated groundwater.

Thank you again for your comments and involvement in the
Hanford cleanup process.

Sincerely,

Doug	 R. Sherwood
Envi onmental Engineer

cc: Administrative Record (200 Area Carbon Tetrachloride)
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